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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgements 

1 . The Applicants amendment filed on June 23, 2008 is hereby acknowledged, claims 8-25. 
remain pending 

2. Response to Arguments 

3. The Applicant states Russell et al. do not disclose encoding and packaging digital content 
at a client. 

The Examiner responds that the Applicants claim does not state that the "encoding and 
packaging digital content is performed at the client, the claim states "monitoring a web-based 
encoding and packaging of the digital content at the client by the web-based encoder object 
from the web-based encoder object" the examiner submits that the requirement of the claim 
is that the monitoring is performed at the client; however encoding and packaging could be 
performed at any location. Russel states that "Media player and security technology also 
provides security against tampering by performing integrity checks on its various 
components and other components within the user network-enabled device" The examiner 
submits that Russel's disclosure of protection against tampering is analgous to the claimed 
feature of ""monitoring a web-based encoding and packaging of the digital content at the 
client" 

The Applicant states that do not disclose an encoder, much less a web-based encoder 
obiect. 

The Examiner replies that paragraphs 67-68 of Russell disclose encrypted data, the 
Examiner contends that encrypted is analogous to encoded in terms if the claimed invention. 
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The Examiner submits that the feature of "web based" is merely a description of the type 
of process that is preformed, Russell discloses a process that is network based including the 
usage of web servers (paragraph 36) although not explicitly stated is would be obvious that 
Russell's teaching could be implemented as "web based" 

The Applicant states Russell et al. also do not disclose generating a license key and a content 
header for digital content at a client. 

The Examiner responds that as discussed above, this is not a requirement of the claimed 
invention. 

4. Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rabne et al. (US 
Patent 6,006,332) in view of Russell et al. (US Patent Application Publication 
2002/0049679) and further in view of Horn et al. (US Patent Application Publication 
20020198962) 

6. As per claim 8, 

Rabne ('332)discloses a method comprising: 

receiving information associated with digital content at a client from the client; 
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generating a license key for said digital content; generating a content header for said 
digital content; transmitting the license key and the content header to the client; (generally 
disclosed in discussion of "Overview" at Column 9, line 60 - column 8 line 1 1 discusses 
access to content based on licensing agreement; also Column 7, line 10 discusses client has 
"ticket" [i.e. license key]) 

Rabne ('332) does not explicitly disclose hosting a web page including a web-based encoder 
object; monitoring a web-based encoding and packaging of the digital content at the client by 
the web-based encoder object from the web-based encoder object. Russell et al. 
('679)discloses hosting a web page including a wcb-based encoder object; monitoring a web- 
based encoding and packaging of the digital content at the client by the web-based encoder 
object from the web-based encoder object. (Figure 1,3 and abstract). It would be obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the Rabne 
('332) method with the Russell et al. ('679) method in order to rent content to users via a 
website; furthermore the combination of these elements does not alter their respective 
functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention.. 

7. As per claim 9, 

Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 8, 

Official Notice is taken that "the web-based encoder object comprises an ActiveX object" is 
common and well known in prior art in reference to network protocols. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize an 
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ActiveX component in order to enable dynamic web content. Examiner notes that this feature 
is disclosed by Paragraph 15 of the Home et al reference. 

As per claim 10, 

8. Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 8, 

wherein said monitoring comprises receiving digital rights management events from the web- 
based encoder object during said encoding and packaging of the digital content (Figure 5). 

9. As per claim 1 1 , 

Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 11, 

Official Notice is taken that "receiving said events through a SOAP interface." is common 
and well known in prior art in reference to network protocols. It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize a SOAP 
interface in order to allow access to cross platform components and integrate them into a 
website. Examiner notes that this feature is disclosed by Paragraph 15 of the Home et al 
reference . 

10. As per claim 12, 

Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 10, 

sending status information to the client in response to said events (Figure 5). 



11. As per claim 13, 
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Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 10, 

(a) further comprising transmitting enrollment information associated with the client 
to the client (Column 8, lines 10-19). 

12. As per claim 14, 

Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 8, 

wherein said generating the license key comprises: generating a key ID for the digital 
content; and retrieving a license key seed associated with the client.(Abstract ) 

13. As per claim 15, 

Rabne ('332) discloses the method of claim 8, 

(a) further comprising: generating a license for the packaged digital content in 
response to a request from one of the client and a customer client; and 
downloading the license to the customer client. (Abstract ) 



14. Claims 16-25 are not patentably distinct from claim 8-15 and are rejected for at least the 
same reasons. 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Conclusion 

Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 



Application/Control Number: 10/734,748 
Art Unit: 3685 



Page 7 



A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN M. WINTER whose telephone number is (571)272-6713. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-6, 1st Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Calvin Hewitt can be reached on (571) 272-6709. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JMW 



/Calvin L Hewitt II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3685 



